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The district court, after a bench trial, ruled in favor of Holland America Line
on Edmond Mansoor’s negligence claim arising from a fall he took on a cruise ship
operated by Holland America. Mansoor appeals, arguing that the district erred in
finding he failed to establish Holland America had actual or constructive notice of
the food spill that he claims was the cause of his slip.

Under maritime law, which governs this case, a defendant is generally not
liable for negligence unless it had actual or constructive notice of the particular

hazard that led to the injury. See Lee v. Pac. Far East Line, Inc., 566 F.2d 65, 67

(9th Cir. 1971). Mansoor failed to establish that Holland America had actual or
constructive notice of the alleged spill. No evidence was presented that Holland
America knew of the spilled food on which Mansoor allegedly slipped, and
Mansoor did not show that the spill was present long enough to give Holland
America constructive notice.

Even if we were to adopt the “method of operation” standard, as Mansoor
urges us to do, he cannot prevail on his claim, regardless of which party bears the
burden of proof. Not only did Mansoor fail to present any evidence that Holland
America’s administration of the self-service food bar was unreasonably dangerous,
but Holland America’s unrefuted evidence was to the contrary.

AFFIRMED.



